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States and localities re- 
ceiving federal funds for 
remedial education in in- 
ner-city schools must pro- 
vide 4 ‘comparable” but not 
necessarily identical p r o- 
gramis for parochial as well 
as public schools, tbe Su- 
preme. Court ruled yester- 
day. 


The court held also that 
the 1965 federal aid to edu- 
cation law does not reguire 
school systems to use public- 
h olic- 

ly employed teachers in pa- 
rochial schools during school 
hours if such a. ' practice 
would violate state law. 

The court left open the 
question of constitutionality 
of federally financed reme- 
dial teaching in ghetto paro- 
chial schools. But it hinted 
strongly that after-school 
“comparable” programs — 
until recently rejected as in- 
terior b y some church 
school officials — would 
pass muster under the First 
Amendment. 

The decision, ip addition 
to postponing a major test of 
the 1965 law, appeared to 
settle a bitter dispute in Mis- 
souri, where a stalemate be- 
tween school and church of- 
ficials has blocked most fed- 
eral help for urbanprivate 
schools. 

Justice Harry A. Black- 
mon. writing for an 8 to 1 
majority, urged the start of 
owrk on aif aid plan that 
would end the “gross dispar- 
ity in the 'services ‘deliv- 
ered” "under riaws designed 
to give some help to disad- 
vantaged children regard- 
less of where they attend 
school. 

Once such plans are de- 
vised, Blackmun said. Fed- 
eral courts should not play 
“an overly active role in su- 
pervising the manner of 
(Federal) expenditures.” • 


Blackmun' s conciliatory 

language did not suppress 
all of the high court’s disa- 
greement over church - 
state issues. 

Justice William 0. Doug- 
las dissented, saying he 
feared “the judiciary has 
been seduced” into tolerat- 
ing any religious aid by gov- 
ernment. 
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